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PER CURIAM:

Mary Neihsung Zangiat petitions this court for review of

a decision of the Board of Immigration Appeals (Board).  The Board

affirmed the action of the immigration judge in pretermitting

Zangiat’s application for asylum, withholding of removal, and

relief under the Convention Against Torture, with respect to Burma.

Zangiat lived in India from 1988 to 2001, and entered this country

in 2001 with an Indian passport.  She offered no documentary

evidence of her Burmese citizenship.  Thus, the Board held that the

immigration judge did not err in pretermitting the applications. 

Zangiat complains that she was denied due process when

the immigration judge stopped the hearing without taking her

testimony.  Removal and asylum hearings are subject to the

constraints of procedural due process.  Rusu v. INS, 296 F.3d 316,

320 (4th Cir. 2002).  To prevail on a claim of denial of due

process at an asylum hearing, the alien must show that any such

denial resulted in prejudice.  Gandarillas-Zambrana v. Bd. of

Immigration Appeals, 44 F.3d 1251, 1256-57 (4th Cir. 1995).

Prejudice may be found only when the due process violation “‘is

likely to impact the results of the proceeding.’”  Rusu, 296 F.3d

at 320 (quoting Jacinto v. INS, 208 F.3d 725, 728 (9th Cir. 2000)).

This court reviews claims of due process violations de novo.

Blanco de Belbruno v. Ashcroft, 362 F.3d 272, 278 (4th Cir. 2004).
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Zangiat had many months to obtain documents establishing

her Burmese nationality and citizenship, but offered nothing, and

still refers to no such proof.  Therefore, even if the actions of

the immigration judge as affirmed by the Board denied Zangiat due

process, she cannot establish the prejudice necessary to entitle

her to relief.

We deny Zangiat’s petition for review.  We dispense with

oral argument because the facts and legal contentions are

adequately presented in the materials before the court and argument

would not aid the decisional process.

PETITION DENIED


